
2iy S.O. 2221, dsffd Ministiy of External The Kuruikal Cultivating Tenants* 

24th October, 1938. Affairs. Protection (No. 2) Order, 1958. 

218 S.O. 2222, dated Election Commission, List of Contesting Candidates for elec- 
251b October, ^58. India. tion to the Council of States by the 

elected members of the Rajasthan 
Legislative Assembly. 

219 S.O. 2223, dated Ministry of Information Certification of films specified therein. 

25th October, 1958. and Broadcasting. 

220 S. O. 2224, dated Election Commission, Election Petition No. 477 of 1957. 

9th October, 1958. India. 

221 S. O. 2225, dated Ministry of Commerce Appointment of a body of persons tor 

27th October 1958. and Industry. making complete investigation into the 

circumstances of the Kalyanmal Mills 
Ltd. 

222 O. 2226, dated Ministry of Home Affairs Order regarding allocation of business 

1 28th October, 1958. of Government in the Ministry of 

Commerce & Industry. 

223 S. O. 2227 dated Election Commission, Calling upon the Katihar Parliamentary 

29th October, 1958 India. Constituency to elect a person. 

S. O. 2228, dated Do, Appointment of dates for making iiomi- 

29th October, 1958. nations etc., to Lhe bye-election in 

the Katihar Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency. 

S. O. 2229, dated Do, Fixation of hours for polling for the 

29th Octoher, T958. election to the House of the People 

from the Katihar Constituency. 

224 S. O. 2294, dated •Ministry of Finance (Dept. Appointment of Shri B. K. Kuul, I.C.S. 

29th October, 1958. of Economic Affairs} as a member of the Life Insurance 

Corporation of India. 

225 S. O. 2295, dated Election Commission, Direction regarding method of Voting 

30th October, 1958. India. in the bye-clcction of the Katihar 

Constituency. 

Copies of the Gazettes Extraordinary mentioned above will be supplied on 
indent to the Manager of Publications, Civil Lines, Delhi, Indents should be 
Submitted so as to reach the Manager within ten days of the date of issue of these 
Gazettes. 
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PAET II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the 
Government of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by 
Central Authorities (other than the Administrations of Union 
Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA 

New’ Delhi, the 2 9th October 1958 

S.O. 2298. — In pursuance of the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 86 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby publishes 
a copy of the Election Petition No. 10 of 1958 presented to the Commission on the 
4th October, 1958, under sertion 81 of the said Act, by Shri Brij Behari, 4952, Roop 
Kunj, Darya Ganj, Delhi, calling in question the election to the Council of States 
from the Electoral College constituted for the Union Territory of Delhi of Shri Mlrza 
Ahmad Ali 4380 Mohalla Shah Ganj, Delhi. 

• THE ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA, NEW DELHI. 

Election Petition No. 10 of 1958 

Relating to the Election to the Rajya Sabha from the Union Territory of Delhi 

Constituency. 

Brij Behari 

4980, Roop Kunj, Darya Ganj, Delhi. — Petitioner. 

versus 

Mirza Ahmad Ali, Mohalla Shah Ganj, Delhi. — Respondent. 

The humble petition of the abovenamed petitioner showeth: — 

1. That the petitioner was candidate for the election to the Rajya Sabha for 
the seat allotted to the Union Territory of Delhi from the Electoral College Consli- 
tuied for the territory. 

2. That the last date for the filing of the nominations was September 1, 1938. 
On that date the petitioner presented to the Returning Officer a nomination 
paper duly filled in, in the prescribed form. This nomination was signed by 
Shri Sri Krishna as proposer. Shri Sri Krishna is a member of the Electoral 
College for the Union Territory of Delhi, and his number in the Electoral Roll 
of the Electoral College is 16. But, in the Nomination paper against Column 2, 
the proposer wrote as follows: — "6440. Vol., VII Chandni Chowk Constituency” 
thi3 going his serial number in the Electoral Roll of the Parliamentary Consti- 
tuency. 

3. That the nomination paper was presented to the Returning Officer by the 
petitioner and the Returning Officer accepted the same without satisfying 
himself that the Electoral Roll number of the proposer in the nomination paper 
was the same as entered in the Electoral Roll of the Electoral College, as h e was 
bound to do under section 83(4) of the Representation of Peoples Act, 1951. The 
Electoral Roll w;js with the Returning Officer and If he had proceeded under 
section 33(4) of the Act, the clerical or technical error in the nomination 
paper could have been immediately removed. 

4. That the following nine other persons also filed their nomination papers:- — 
(1) Ahmed Sayeed. (2) Ilrlsh Chandra, (3) Mirza Ahmed Ali, (4) Saxena 
Horilal. (5) Shakil Ahmed, (HI, Saved Abdul Bukhari, (7) K. Narendra, (8) 
Mohamed Sayeed and (9) Kanwnl Singh. 

5. That September 3, 1950 was fixed as the date for the scrutiny of the 
nominations and at the time fixed on that date the petitioner was present 
before the Returning Officer. 

Tnc following objection was raised to the nomination of the petitioner:— 

“The proposer has given his serial number 6440 in Electoral Roll of the 
Parliamentary Constituency and not his number of the Electoral 
College and that his identity is not established as a member of the 
Electoral College,” 
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The petitioner pointed out to the Returning Officer that hia proposer Shri 
Sri Krishna was a member of the Electoral College and his serial number was 
lb. The petitioner further requested the Returning Officer to give him time 
for half an hour within which time his proposer would also come and any* 
■doubt about his identity could be removed. But the Returning Officer refused 
To give time and passed the following order rejecting his nomination. 

‘ Objection accepted, nomination rejected. Proposer is absent.” 

The Returning Officer was bound to grant time to remove the defect of the 
emission and failure on his part to do so amounted to a non exercise of 
jurisdiction vested in him by law'. 

The Nomination Paper of Kanwal Singh was also rejected. Shri K, Narendra 
and Shri Mohamed Sayeed withdrew their candidatures. 

6, The Poll was taken on September 16, 1958 and on . the same date the 
Respondent was declared to be elected. 

,7. That the nomination of the petitioner has , been improperly rejected arid 
the election of the Respondent is liable to be set aside and declared as void. 

r 

8. That there was no defect of a substantial character in the nomination 
paper filed by the petitioner and the Returning Officer was not justified in 
rejecting it at the time of the Scrutiny. The error in the nomination paper was 
merely a clerical or technical one. 

9. That it was never disputed that Shri Sri Krishna the proposer of the 
petitioner was a member of the Electoral College and no question of his identity 
arose at the time. All that was required to meet the objection was to give his 
serial number in the Electoral Roll of the Electoral College. 

10. That the Returning Officer was bound to make a summary enquiry if he 
thought that the identity of the proposer was challenged at such enquiry the 
identity of the proposer could have been conclusively established by a reference 
to the Electoral Roll of the Electoral College which was on the table of the 
Returning Officer, 

In iny event the rejection of the nomination paper of the petitioner by the 
Returning Officer was illegal and without jurisdiction. 

11. That the petitioner has deposited a sum of Rs. 1000/- in the State Bank 
■of India, Delhi as a security for the cost of petition and the receipt for the 
•.same i|s annexed herewith. 

The, petitioner humbly prays that the election of the Respondent be declared 
to be void and the costs of the petition be awarded to the petitioner. 

(Sd.) Brij Behari. 

Verification 

I Behari do hereby verify this 2nd day of October 1058 at Delhi that 

the contents of paragraphs 1, 3, 3, 4, 5 & fi of this petition are correct and true 
to the best of mv knowledge and belief and the contents uf paragraphs 7, 8, 9 
and 10 arc legal and correct to my belief. 

(Sd,) Brij Behari, 

I No. 82/10/58.] 

SO. 3299.—' Whereas the election of Shri Hem Raj and Shri Daljit Singh as 
members of the House of the People from the Kangra constituency, has been 
called in question bv an election petition duly presented under Part VI of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (49 of 1951), by Pandit Ram Nath Kalia. 
son of Pandit Ved Rishj, Village Chintpurnl. Police Station Amb, District Hoshiar- 
pur (Punjab); 

And whereas the Election Tribunal appointed by the Election Commission in 
pursuance of the provisions of section 88 of the said Act, for the trial of the 
eaid election petition, has, in pursuance of the provisions contained in section 103 
of the said Act. sent a copy of its order in the said election petition to the 
Commission; 
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Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of section 106 of the said Act,, 
the Election Commission hereby publishes the said order of the Tribunal. 

ORDER 

Pandit Ram Nath Kalla 
Vs. 

Shri Hem Raj and Shri Daijit Singh 
JUDGEMENT 

The Kangra Parliamentary Constituency was called upon to return two- 
candidates to the House of People (Lok Sabha) during the last general elections 
held in the year 1957, one from the general seat and the other from the seat 
reserved for the Scheduled Castes. Eight persons in all, namely, Messrs Ram 
Natli Kalia petitioner; Hem Raj and Daijit Smgh, respondents; Kultar Chand, 
Bhagwan Das, Shankar Singh, Rup Singh and Sohan Lai filed nomination papers, 
out of whom Shri Daijit Singh respondent No, 2, Shri Shankar Singh and Shri 
Rup Singh were candidates for the reserved seat and the remaining five for the 
general seat. Shri Sohan Lai withdrew his candidature under section 37 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 within the time prescribed for the purpose, 
on the 4th of February 1957, leaving seven candidates in the field to contest the 
election. Later on, Shri Rup Singh also retired from the contest by a notice in 
the prescribed form which was delivered to the Returning Officer by him on the' 
18th of May 11157 under section 55A of the said Act. The remaining six candidates 
went to the polls, Shri Hem Raj respondent No. 1 was returned to the Lok 
Sabha from the general seat and Shri Daijit Singh respondent No. 2 from the 1 
reserved seat, on the 27th of July 1957 when the result was declared by the- 
Returning Officer. Both of them had contested the election on congress ticket. 
The contesting candidates secured the votes as under: — 


(i) Bhagwan Das 

=*- 10,794 

(2) Ram Nath KaUn 

-ij,739 

(3) Shankar Singh 

= 53,73° 

(4) Kultar Chand 

=61,245 

(5) Hem Raj 

-71,531 

(6) Daijit Singh 

= 73,783 


2. Shri Ram Nath Kalia, a defeated candidate, presented an election petition) 
to the Election Commission calling in question the election of the respondents on 
the grounds that they and their agents and workers with their consent had, 
committed corrupt practices enumerated in paragraphs 10 and 11 of the election 
petition, for the furtherance of the prospects of their election, that is to say they 
had made a systematic appeal to the voters in the constituency to vote for the- 
respondents in the name of caste and community which influenced the voters- 
and materially affected the result of the election, that they held a meeting at 
Gagret on the 29th May 1957 in which they canvassed votes in their favour om 
the plea that the petitioner was a landlord and belonged to a class which; 
generally oppress the poor people, that they and their supporters procured 
assistance from the persons in Government service for the furtherance of the 
prospects of their election, that the supporters of the respondents brought one 
Gian Chand to the polling statipn at Kulu located in the tehstl building who 
falsely personated his father-in-law Shobhl and cast a vote but was caught red 
handed, that the ballot boxes for the contesting candidates were not placed in 
the order in which they ought to have been placed In the polling compartments 
and this circumstance misled the ignorant voters }n casting their votes which 
materially affected the result of the election, that the withdrawal from the 
contest by Shri Rup Singh candidate was not valid inasmuch as he had failed 
to serve a notice of retirement from the contest within the time prescribed by 
section 55A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, that a ballot box 
ought to have been placed for him in the polling compartments of all the polling 
stations in the constituency, which was not done, and this non-compliance with 
the statutory provision has completely invalidated the election, that the Returning 
Officer had "not published the list of the contesting candidates in the official 
gazette as laid down in section 38 of the Representation of the People Act. 1951 
read with rule 11(5) of the Representation of the People (Conduct of Elections 
and Election Petitions) Rules. 1956 and this omission has rendered the election 
void and that the election symbo] of £hri Shankar SingTi a conTSSflng candidate, 
was changed, from time to time, without any notification or intimation to the peti- 
tioner which affected the result of the election materially and vitiated the election. 
The petitioner, on the above mentioned grounds, prays that the election of both 
the respondents be declared void. 
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.% The respondents raised a number of preliminary objections and the prelimi- 
nary Issues arising from the same were settled and disposed of byi me on the 
28th of May 19,18. The petitioner applied for amendment and he was allowed 
to amend the election petition In certain respects, and. in compliance with that 
order, he filed an amended election petition on the 20th of May 1958. 

4. Tlhe election petition was contested by both the respondents on merits and 
they controverted the allegations of corrupt practices Imputed to them by the 
, petitioner. They further averted that no irregularity or illegality had taken 
place in any procedural matter as contended by the 'petitioner and that, in any 
case, the result of the election, In so far as they were concerned, has not been 
materially affected thereby and as such their election cannot be declared to be 
■void. 


5. The parties went to trial on the following Issues; — 

1, Whether the retirement of Shri Rup Singh candidate from the election 

contest was not valid?, 

2, Whether ballot boxes for casting votes for Shrl Rup Singh candidate 

were not placed by the Returning Officer and this omission has 
invalidated the whole election? 

3, Whether the election symbol of Shri Shankar Singh candidate was 

changed after allotment without compliance with legal requirements; 
if so, what is its ellect on the election in question? 

■4., Whether the Returning Officer had not published the list of candidates 
1 in the official gazette as provided in section 38 of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1.951 and this omission has vitiated the entire" 
election? 

5. Whether the ballot boxes for the candidates were not placed In proper 

order and this^ has materially a fleeted the result of the election so 
far as the petitioner is concerned? 

6. Whether the supporters of the respondents had made Gian Chand to 

personate for his father-in-law Shobhi; and to vote for him; If so 
to what effect? 

7. Whether the respondent, or their agents and workers with their consent, 

had committed corrupt practices enumerated in paragraphs - 10 and 
11 of the election petition tor the furtherance of their election 
prospects and whether these acts amount to corrupt practices? 

8. [To what relief, if any, is the petitioner entitled? 

Issue Nos. 1 arid 2— 

6. These issues are connected and would, therefore, be dealt with together. 

It wjs first notified by the Election Commission, India, that the polling in 
the Kangra Parliamentary Constituency would take place from the 24th February 
1957 to ihe 14th March 1957. By another notification, the Election Commission 
changed {these dates and It was notified that the polling would commence on the 
21st of June 1957 and close on the 30th June "1957, By a Third notification the 
Election Commission changed these dales also and notified that polling would 
Lake placje from the 2nd June 1957 to the 25th June 1957. Later on, a further 
change in the dates of the polling was effected by the Election Commission when 
il notified that the polling in Lahaul area would take place on the 2nd July 1957 
and at Bara Bengal on the 14th July, 1957. Shri Rup Singh candidate had 
retired from the contest by a notice In the prescribed form which was delivered 
by him to the Returning Officer on the 18th May 1957. 

Sub-seplon (2) of section 55A of the Representation of the People Act provides 
that a contesting candidate may retire from the contest b.v a notice In the pres- 
cribed form which shall he delivered to the Returning Officer between the hours 
of 11 o’elpok in the forenoon and 3 o’clock in the afternoon of any day not later 
than ten [days prior to the date or the first of the dates fixed for the poll under 
clause (dl) of section 30 either by such candidate in person or by an agent 
authorized in this behalf In writing by such candidate. 

Sectioii 30(d) of the said Act lays down that as soon as the notification 
■calling upon a constituency to elect a member or members is issued, the Election 
'Commission shall, by a notification in the official gazette, appoint the date or 
■dates on which the poll shall, if necessary, be taken which or the first of which 
shali be a date not earlier than the twentieth day after the last date for the 
■withdrawal of candidate. 
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The petitioner urges that as the Election Commission at first by a notiflciition 
In the official gazette fixed the 24th February 1957 as the date from which the 

S oli had to commence in the constituency Shri Rup Singh candidate, if he 
atended to retire from the contest, ought to have given a notice of the same 
in the prescribed form and delivered it to the Returning Officer not later than 
ten days prior to that date, that is on or before the .1 4th February 1957, but 
as he actually retired from the contest by giving a notice on the 18th May 1957, 
his retirement from the contest was not valid and, therefore, in spite of the above 
mentioned notice given by him a ballot box ought to have been placed for him 
at each polling station whelr the polling took place. I think, there is jiq force 
in this contention and it must, therefore, be repelled. Section 15?"bf 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 provides that it shall be completent for 
the Election Commission for reasons which it considers sufficient, to extend 1 
the time for the completion of any election by making necessary amendments 
In tho notification issued by it under section 30 or sub-section "(1 )* of section - 39. 
This means that Election Commission w^s competent to change the date 
or dates on which it was originally notified that the poll would be taken and 
completed. The Election Commission, by virtue of that power changed the dates 
of the commencement of the poll in this constituency from the 24th February 

1957 to the 2nd June 1957, which was the first of the dates fixed for the poll. 

The poll actually commenced In the constituency on the 2nd June 1957 and not 
on the 24th February 1957. Shri Rup Singh had retired from the contest on the 

18th May 1957 that is more than ten days prior to the first of the dates fixed for 

the poll that is the 2nd June 1957, and. therefore, his retirement was quite valid 
and in order. 

It is common ground and it is also amply proved in this case that no ballot 
box was provided for Shri Rup Singh at the polling stations when the poll was- 
taken. 

Clause (a) of rule 2i of the Representation of the People (Conduct of Elections 
and Election Petitions) Rules 1958 lays down that the Returning Officer shall 
provide at each polling station one ballot box lor each candidate. The term.' 
“candidate’’ as defined in clause (b) of rule 17 “means a contesting candidate 
who has not retired in accordance with the provisions of section 55A”. Shri 
Rup Singh had validly retired from contest in accordance with the provisions of 
section 55A and consequently it was not necessary for the Returning Office to 
provide one ballot box for him at each polling station when the constituency- 
went to polls. 

Section 100(d) (iv) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, provides 
that the Tribunal shall declare the election of the returned candidate to be 
void if the result of the election, in so far as it concerns that candidate, has 
been materially affected by, any non-compliance with the provisions of the' 
■Constitution, or of that Act or of any rules and Orders made under that Act. 
If for the sake of arguments it be assumed that the retirement of Shri Rup Singh 
from the contest was not valid and It was necessary to provide a ballot box for 
him in each polling station in the constituency, even then, the petitioner cannot 
succeed unless he is able to prove bevond reasonable doubt that the non-com- 
pliance with the provisions of section 55A of the said Act or of any rules made- 
thereunder had materially affected the result of the election in so far as it 
concerns the respondents, the returned candidates. No evidence bearing on this 
point has been placed upon the record by the petitioner. He has not even cared' 
to substantiate it by his own sworn testimony. It is not legally permissible to 
raise a presumption that the omission to provide a ballot box at each polling 
station for Shri Rup Singh candidate bad materially affected the result of the 
election in so far as It concerns the respondents or the petitioner. It was held 
by the Punjab High Court in the case, Suraj Bhan Vs. Randhir Singh (LX 
Punjab Law Reporter 457), that the improper retirement from the contest by 
a candidate under section 55A of the Representation of the People Act does not 
amount to improper rejection of a nomination paper within the meaning of 
.section 100 of the Act. that it does not bv itself, avoid an election and that in 
such a case there can be no presumption that the result of the election had been 
materially affected. No authority taking the contrary view has been cited at 
the Bar. 

For the aforesaid reasons, I hold that the retirement of Shri Rup Singh 

candidate from the contest was valid and proper, that it was not necessary for 

the Returning Officer to provide a ballot box for him at each polling station In 

the constituency and he therefore, rightly did not do so and that, in any case, 

the result of the election in so far as it concerns the respondents and the- 
petitioner, having not been materially affected by this non-compliance with the- 
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provisions of section 55A of the Representation of the People Act and rule 21(a) 
of the Representation of the People (Conduct of Elections and Election Petitions) 
Rules, 1950 cannot render the election of the respondents null and void. Issues 1 
and 2 are decided accordingly, 

Issue [No. 3 — - 

7. In the nomination paper, Ex, P. 8, Shri Shankar Singh candidate had 
chosen the election symbols of Standing Lion, Human Hand and Umbrella ill 
order [of preference, The Returning Officer First of all allotted to him the symbol 
of Standing Lion within Circle, Later on, on some objection being raised, the 
Election Commission cancelled that allotment of symbol and allotted the symbol 
of Human Hand to Shri Shankar Singh. It appears that for some reasons this 
allotment of symbol was also not adhered to and was cancelled by the Election 
Commission who finally allotted to him the symbol of Elephant. All the candi- 
dates were duly informed about these changes made in the allotment of election 
symbol to Shri Shankar Singh long before the poll was taken. The petitioner 
urges that the Election Commission was not competent to make any change In 
the election symbol originally allotted to Shri Shankar Singh and that, in any 
case, he should not have been allotted the symbol of Elephant which ^he had not 
asked for in his nomination paper and that the irregularity which has taken 
place [n this matter has materially affected the result of the election and, there- 
fore, invalidated it. I find no force in this argument. Rule 10(1) of the Repre- 
sentation of the People (Conduct of Elections and Election Petitions) Rules, 
195G lays down that the Returning Officer shall consider the choice as respects 
symbols expressed by the contesting candidates in their nomination papers and 
allot a different symbol to each contesting candidate in conformity as far as 
practicable with his choice. Rules 10(2) of those rules provides that, the allot- 
ment by the Returning Officer of any symbol to a candidate shall be final except 
where it is inconsistent with any directions issued by the Election Commission 
in this behalf in which case the Election Commission may revise the allotment 
in such manner as it thinks fit, 


The provisions of rule 10 leave no room for doubt that the allotment of the 
election symbols is the function and privilege of the Returning Officer whose 
decision, subject to the revision If any. made by the Election Commission In this 
matter, is final and all that the law requires is that he should, while making 
the allotment of symbols respect the desire of the contesting candidates as 
expressed in their nomination papers as far as it is practicable and is not 
inconsistent with any directions issued by the Election Commission in that 
behalf. In the present case the Returning Officer allotted the symbol of Standing 
Lion within Circle to Shri Shankar Singh when the allotment of symbols was 
made ,b, v him first of all. This allotment was, however, subsequently changed 
and Shri Shankar Singh was allotted symbol of Human Hand instead of Standing 
Lion Within Circle and thereafter the symbol of Elephant instead of that of 
Human Hand by the Election Commission who were the final authority in the 
matter and whose discretion in this matter, I am afraid cannot be questioned 
by the petitioner or by any other person in these proceedings or otherwise, 
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from this, the change made in the allotment of the election symbol to 
ankar SJngh by the Election Commission was brought home to all the 
ng candidates well ahead of the commencement of the poll and there is 
ely no evidence forthcoming to show that any objection to the same was 
either by Shri Shankar Singh or the petitioner or any other contesting 
ite. No evidence has been led by the petitioner to prove that this change 
election symbol allotted to Shri Shankar Singh had in any way prejudiced 
materially affected the result of the election in so far as it relates to 
pondents or to him. 


Forj the aforesaid reasons I hold that though the election symbol allotted to 
Shri Shankar Singh candidate was changed by the Election Commission twice, it 
possessed the necessary power in this behalf and that, in any case, the result of 
the election has not been materially affected by this circumstance. Issue No. 3 
la decided accordingly. 

Issue Ho. 4 — 

8. The evidence produced in this case show® that the list of contesting candi- 
dates was prepared by the Returning Officer in four different languages, first on 
the 4th February 1057, then on the 12th February, 1957 and finally on the 15th 
February 1957, vide Exs. R. 8, P. 5, P. 6, P. 7, P. 11 to P. 15, R. 11 and R, 29 Section 38 
*f the Representation of the People Act, 1951 provides that the Returning Officer 
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shall prepare and publish in such form and manner as may be prescribed a list of 
contesting candidates, that is to say, candidates who were included in the list 
of validly nominated candidates and who have not withdrawn their candidature 
within the prescribed period and that that list shall contain the names in alpha- 
betical order and the addresses of the contesting candidates as given in the nomi- 
nation papers together with such other particulars as may be prescribed, Rule 11 
(2) of the Representation of the People (Conduct of Elections and Election Peti- 
tions) Rules, 195(1 lays down that the alphabetical order referred to in sub-section 

(2) of section ,88 of the said Act shall be determined with reference to the surnames 
of the candidates having surnames and the names proper of other candidates. Rule 11 

(3) provides that if the list is prepared in more languages than one, the names 
of candidates therein shall be arranged alphabetically according to the script of 
such one of those languages as the Election Commission may direct. 

It is urged by the petitioner that the list of contesting candidates originally 
prepared by the Returning Officer on the 4th February 1957 was not published in 
the official gazette and this non-compliance with the statutory provisions of law 
has vitiated the election. It appears that the list of candidates which was pre- 
pared first of all was not in proper alphabetical order and it was, therefore, 
amended on or about the 15th February 1957 or may be thereafter and the 
amended list, which was final, was published in the Gazette of India, dated the 
7th May 1957, where of Ex. R. 29 is a copy. The requirements of law were thus 
fully complied with long before the poll was taken. I decide issue No, 4 against 
the petitioner. 

Issue No. 5. 

9, It was next urged by the petitioner that the ballot boxes for the contesting 
candidates were not placed in proper Order in the polling compartments in the 
polling stations in the constituency. The only evidence on this issue consists of 
his own statement and that of Rikhi Ram P.W. 12, Rikhi Ram stated that the 
ballot boxes of Pandit Ram Nath Kalia bearing the symbol of a Horse and a 
Rider was lying on the right hand side as one entered the polling compartment 
at polling Station Cbolali while that of Shri Hem Raj respondent was lying on 
the left hand side. He could not slate whore the ballot box bearing the symbol 
of two Bullocks in a Circle, which was the election symbol of Shri Daljit Singh 
respondent, was lying in the polling compartment. It was suggested in his 
cross-examination that his name was borne on Police Register No. 9. The state- 
ment of this witness is of a nature which can be easily manipulated in a case of 
the present type and it has failed to inspire confidence in me. 

Shri Ram Nath Kalia petitioner examined himself as P. W. 17 and stated 
that when he went to the polling compartment of the polling station Cholali 
on the 11th, June 1957 he saw his ballot box lying on the extreme right hand 
side as one enters that compartment. He urges that his name being first in the 
list of contesting candidates as published in the Gazette of India, Ex. R. 29, it 
should have been placed on the extreme left hand side but actually it was 
placed last of all. 

Shri Ram Nath R.W. 3 was the presiding officer at polling station Cholali 
and he stated that the ballot box of the contesting candidates were arranged 
according to the list cf candidates supplied by the Returning Officer and that 
no complaint with regard to the arrangement of those ballot boxes was made to 
him either by the petitioner or his polling agent. He is a Block Development Offi- 
cer und absolutely independent and disinterested witness and there is no reason 
as to why his statement should not be accepted at its face value. 

Shri Jagdish Mlttar Malhotra, Lecturer Government College, Tanda Urmar, 
R.W. 7 and Shri Sukhdev Singh Sodbi. Lecturer Government College, Tanda 
Urmar, R. W. 9, who were presiding officers at two different polling stations at 
Garhdiwala, stated that the ballot boxes were arranged in the polling stations 
in accordance with the instructions received from the authorities along with 
the list of candidates. I find no adequate reason to disbelieve their sworn 
testimony on this point, particularly when they are not interested in or related 
to any of the respondents or in any way inimically disposed towards the 
petitioners. 

There were about a thousand polling stations in the Kangra Parliamentary Con- 
stituency. The petitioner has complained about the wrong arrangement of the 
ballot boxes with respect to one or two polling stations only. No evide ice has 
been led to prove that the arrangement of the ballot boxes in the remaining 
polling stations was not proper and in conformity with the list of candidates. 
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Apart from this, the petitioner has hopelessly failed to prove that the arrange- 
ment of the ballot boxes, even if it was not perfectly in order, had materially 
-affected the result of the election, 

For the reasons given above, I decide issue No. 5 against the petitioner. 

Issue N 3. 6 — 

10. The petitioner stated as P.W. 17 that one Gian Chand Harijan was brought 
to the Foiling' station located in the tahsil at Kulu by one Amolak Ram, who- was 
a congress worker, that he falsely personated and gave his name as Shobhl Ram, 
which declaration was challenged by his polling agent, on which the presiding 
officer arrested Gian Chand who was prosecuted, convicted under section 171 F, 
of the Indian Penal Code and sentenced to pay a line of Rs. 5|- on the 19th 
July 1967. That Gian Chand was prosecuted and convicted under section 171 F 
of the Indian Penal Code and sentenced to pay a fine of Rs. 5|- on his pleading 
guilty to that charge on the 19th July 1957 is amply proved by Ex. P. 3, which 
is a certified copy of the Judgement of Shri Jagdish Chandra, Magistrate I Class, 
Kulu. There is however, no satisfactory evidence available to prove that Gian 
Chand was taken to the polling station at Kulu by Amolak Ram or any other 
congresi worker. Amolak Ram has not been examined in this case by the 

petitionbr and he has eyen not cared to examine his polling agent who, accord- 

ing to him, had detected the personation and brought it to the notice of the 
Polling Officer. When Gian Chand was arrested no chit was found on his person 
showing that he had been sent in for casting the vote by the respondents or any 

congress worker. The petitioner has not stated that he was present when the 

said personation took place. 

Bhagwan Das R.W. 4 was the polling agent of Shri Hem Raj respondent at 
the polling station situated within tahsil premises at Kulu. He stated that' there 
was no congress worker by the name of Amolak Ram present there nor was he 
an agent for any congress candidate. He further stated that when Gian Chand 
came to the polling station for casting the vote for the parliamentary seat after 
having cast vote for the assembly seat he gave out his name correctly and as he 
was a local man and his name did not correspond with the elector in whose name 
he wanted to cast vote, he and a son of the petitioner stopped him there and 
brought the matter to the notice of the presiding officer who ordered his arrest 
and he (Gian Chand) did not east any vote for the parliamentary seat. 

The petitioner has failed to prove that Gian Chand had personated at this 
election at the instance of the respondents or their agents or workers. More- 
over. as he had not succeeded in exercising his right of casting vote for the 
parliamentary seats in question the result of the election in question cannot pos- 
sibly be said to have been materially affected so far as returned candidates are 
concerned. 

I decide issue No. (J against the petitioner. . 

Issue No. 7 — 

11, The petitioner alleges that the respondents and their agents and workers 
had managed to get him arrested illegally with the assistance of the officials at 
Garhdiwala polling station in Hoshiarpur district on the 2nd June 1957 with the 
result that he was unable to approach his electors or propagate his cause and 
this amounted to a corrupt practice on their part. This allegation has been 
categorically denied by the respondents on solemn affirmation. 

Kidar Nath P.W. 5. stated that Pushpindar Nath was a congress worker and 
he was the polling agent of Shri Daljit Singh respondent at polling station 
Garhdiwala and that he heard him asking the presiding officer “why docs he 
not get the petitioner arrested and il was thereafter that the Police took away 
the petitioner from the verandah of the polling station to a place about 10 or 15 
yards away. He further stated that an argument, though not a heated one, 
had taken place between the petitioner and the presiding officer over irregu- 
larity brought to the notice of the latter by the former and it was thereafter 
that Pushpindar Nath suggested to the presiding officer that he may get the 
petitioner arrested. This witness was admittedly the polling agent of the peti- 
tioner at the said polling station and as such Is interested in him It is 
therefore, necessary that his evidence should be carefully scrutinized and accep- 
ted with caution. 

The petitioner stated as P.W. 17 that Shri Jagdish Mittar Malhotra was the 
presiding officer at polling station at Garhdiwala, that he told him that the 
©allot boxes provided for the candidates should be arranged according to the liftft 
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exhibited outside and he replied that he had arranged the ballot boxes as per 
instructions received by him and that Pushpindar Nath, the polling agent of Shri. 
Daljit Singh respondent enquired from the presiding officer why he was not arres- 
ting him (the petitioner), on which the presiding officer arrested him. He further- 
stated that Sadhu Ram, the president oi the Congress Committee at Garhdiwala, 
who happened to be present there had asked the presiding officer why he was, 
delaying the matter. This statement of his is not corroborated by the evidence 
of Kidar Nath P. W. 5 who did not make any reference to Sadhu Ram or any 
remarks alleged to have been made by him. Moreover, the petitioner is ail 
interested party and the statement, in question, having been made in self interest,, 
is not entitled to much weight and consideration unless it is corroborated by some 
independent and reliable evidence, which is lacking in this case, 

Shri Pushpindar Nath R. W. 8, who is now employed as a Lecturer, R. K. Arya 
College at Nawan Shehar and who was the polling agent of Shri Daljit Singh at 
polling station Garhdiwala on the relevant date stated that he had never asked 
the presiding officer of that polling station why he was not ordering the arrest of 
Panait Ram Nath Kalia nor had any other person or Sadhu Ram made any such 
request to the presiding officer in his presence. He further stated that Shri Ram. 
Nath Kalia had obstructed the entrance of the polling compartment and declared 
that he would not allow the polling to take place till the irregularities pointed 
out by him were removed. 

Shri JagUish Mittar Malhotra, Lecturer Government College Tanda Urmar 
R. W. 7. who was the presiding officer at Polling station Garhdiwala stated that 
Shri Pushpindar Nath R. W. 8, agent of Shri Daljit Singh respondent, had not 
asked him to arrest Shri Ram Nath Kalia petitioner nor was any such suggestion 
made to him by Sadhu Ram. He further deposed that the petitioner had obstruct- 
ed the polling and he also removed election symbols and some pamphlets contain- 
ing instruction, on which he ordered his arrest. He was prosecuted under sec- 
tion 131 (2) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and sentenced to pay 
a fine of Rs. 100 by a 1st Class, Magistrate at Hoshiarpur. He further deposed 
that he had made a report about the disorderly conduct and behaviour of thee 
petitioner on the 2nd June 1957 and Ex. 31 Was true copy of the same. 

It is sufficiently proved by the evidence of Shri Jagdish Mittar R. W. 7 and the 
documents Exs.' R. 32, R. 33 and R. 34 that he as well as Shri Narindar Singh, 
Assistant Returning Officer and Shri Rattan Singh, District Magistrate, Hoshiarpur 
had offered to release the petitioner on bail on his executing a personal bond but 
he declined the offer and preferred to remain in the jail till the 25th June 1957 
when the election was scheduled to close in all the area except Lahaul and Bflra 
Bengal. 

Shri Hem Raj respondent stated that neither he nor his polling agent or worker- 
had any hand in the arrest of Pandit Ram Nath at polling station Garhdiwala. 

The petitioner, I think, has failed to prove that he was arrested at polling, 
station Garhdiwala at the instance or suggestion of the respondents or their polling 
agents or workers, Moreover, it is sufficiently proved in this case that the authori- 
ties concerned had offered to release him on bail immediately on his furnishing a. 
personal bond but he did not avail of that offer and opportunity and intentionally 
remained in the jail for sometime after arrest. Furthermore it is not proved by 
any satisfactory and cogent evidence that the result of the election was materially 
affected by the petitioner’s arrest and detention which, in my opinion, is not a 
corrupt practice on the part of the respondents or their agents. 

12. The petitioner urges that the respondents and their agents and workers half 
made a systematic appeal to the electors to vote in their favour and refrain from 
voting in his favour on grounds of caste and community for the furtherance of the 
prospects of their election. Reliance in this connection is placed on the poster. 
Ex. P. 1, which was published by Sukhi Ram P. W. 4 in the name of Karam. 
Chand Hozin, retired Tahsildar, General Secretary, Kashtraya, Gbirth, Bahtl. 
Chanhane Maha Sabha, Punjab, on behalf of that Maha Sabha. Sukhi Ram got 
5,000 copies of this poster printed and a number of witnesses have stated that they 
had seen such posters posted at several places within the limits of the Kangra 
Parliamentary Constituency. Those witnesses are P. Ws, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14 and 
18 . 

Section 123 (3) of the Representation of the People Act provides inter alia that 
the systematic appeal by a candidate or his agent or by any other person, to vote or 
refrain from voting, on grounds of caste, race, community or religion, for the 
furtherance of the prospects of that candidate’s election, is a corrupt practice. The 
petitioner alleges that by issuing the said posters, the respondents or their workers- 
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had made a systematic appeal to the electors to vote in their favour on grounds . 
of caste and community and as such they had committed a corrupt practice with- - 
in the mischief of section 123 (3) of the said Act. I have gone through the con- 
tents of the poster, Ex. P. 1, very carefully but do not And anything therein which : 

can bring it within the ambit of that provision of law. In this poster the services . 

rendered by the congress to the backward classes for their uplift in educational, 
social, and political matters were acknowledged appreciated and extolled and it 
was further brought home to them that congress was the only political party 
which would ameliorate their conditions and help them still further in their up- 
lift ana appealed to them that in recognition of those services and for the better- 
ment of their future they should cast their voles in favour of Shri llem Raj and' 
Shri Daljit Singh who wore congress candidates. No appeal was made to them 1 
for casting vote or from refraining from voting on grounds of caste, race, com- 
munity or religion. It is important to note that Shri Hem Raj respondent No- 1 . 

is a Sud by caste while Shri Daljit Singh respondent is a member of the scheduled: 
caste. None of them is a Kashtarya or Ghirt or Bahti or Chahang, on whose 
behalf the above mentioned appeal was issued. Moreover, the appeal as contained 
in the said poster was one act and not “systematic” appeal within the meaning of' 
section 123 (3) of the Act and it is, therefore, not obnoxious to its provisions. 

Apart from this, there is no satisfactory evidence forthcoming to show that the 
above mentioned appeal was made by any of the respondents or their agents or 
by any other person at their instance and with their consent. Shri Sukhi Ram 
P. W. 4 stated that the said posters were got printed by him and published as the 
congress had helped Bahtis in their social and political uplift and he considered 
it his duty to publish them. No attempt has been made by the petitioner to prove 
that the said appeal contained in the posters had really affected the minds of the 
electors to a large extent and the result of the election, in so far as it concerned 
the returned candidates, was materially affected thereby, 

I am not satisfied that the respondents or their election agents or any other 
person with their consent or in their interest . had made a systematic appeal to 
the electors in the matter of the exercise of their franchise on grounds of caste, 
race, community or religion. Thus, no corrupt practice under this head has been 
proved by the petitioner. 

13. Dev Sharma P. W. 7 stated that one public meeting was held at Gagret on, 
the 28th or 29th May 1957, which was addressed by Hans Raj and Kaka Ram who 
declared that there was a dispute between the landlords and occupancy tenants 
and as Pandit Ram Nath Kalia was a landlord, the voters should not vote for him 
and vote for the occupancy tenants. He admitted in. the cross-examination that 
his wife Is a daughter of the petitioner’s sister. He is, therefore closely related to 
the petitioner and as such an interested person. His evidence has failed to 
impress me favourably. No independent person has come forward to state that 
any public meeting was held at Gagret where the electors were exhorted and asked 
to refrain from voting in favour of the petitioner. 

Mathra Das P.W. 13, who was a polling agent for the petitioner at this elec- 
tion and is also his father's brother, stated that, there is no land in the name of the 
petitioner and that the latter’s father owns only about 7 kanals of land. The 
petitioner deposed that he was a co-sharer in a khata of land owned by him and 
others ibut his memory parted company with him when he was asked to give the 
area of the land owned by him. He has not placed upon the record a certified 
copy of the relevant entry from the revenue records to prove that he owns some 
land and is a landlord or a proprietor. 

Thet election in question was contested by six candidates, including the peti- 
tioner pnd tho respondents. No evidence has been produced by the petitioner to 
prove that any of these candidates is an occupancy tenant for whose benefit it 
was det-lared at the public meeting alleged to have taken place at Gagret that the 
elector* should not vote for the petitioner as he was a landlord. 

Shri Hem Raj respondent stated that no meeting had taken place at Gagret In 
connection with this election and he had not asked Hans Raj or any other person 
to matye any appeal in his favour. 

The petitioner, I think, has failed to prove that any public meeting was held 
at Gagret on or about the 28th May 1957 at the instance of the respondents or their 
agents or workers where the audience were exhorted not to cast vot ein favour of 
the petitioner on the ground that he was a landlord. Moreover, such an appeal does 
not fall within the purview of sub-section (3) of section 123 of the Representa- 
tion of the People Act. It is also not proved that this appeal had materially 
affecte^ the result of the election. 



2170 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: NOVEMBER 8, 1958/KARTIKA 17, 1880 [Part II 


14. The petitioner stated that he had gone to the polling station, Kulu on the 
20th June 1957, where Shri Hem Raj respondent was present and that Shri Partap 
Singh, polling officer of that polling station was making propaganda against him 
and asking the voters, who were standing in a row, that they should exercise care 
in casting their votes lest they may also be arrested like him. Ex. P. 2 is a copy 
of the complaint which the petitioner had made to the presiding officer in that 
connection. All that he asserted in that, complaint was that Shri Partap Singh 
polling officer was having discussions with Shri Hem Raj, a rival candidate, and 
that both were prejudicing the minds of the electors inside the polling station by 
narrating and discussing the event of his illegal arrest at Garndiwala, He did 
not mention in that complaint that Shri Partap Singh had asked the voters that 
they should exercise care or caution in casting their votes lest they may also be 
arrested like him. Shri Hem Raj respondent has stated that Shri Partap Singh 
had not made any propaganda in his favour. The petitioner has not examined 
Shri Partap Singh as a witness nor has he produced any other independent person 
to substantiate the allegations made by him against him. We have, therefore an 
oath against oath so far 1 his allegation goes and there is no reason as to why the 
evidence of the petitioner be given preference over that of Shri Hem Raj respon- 
dent. 


I am not satisfied that Shri Partap Singh had made any propaganda in favour 
of any of the respondents or against the petitioner at the polling station, Kulu, 
where he was the polling officer or that he had asked the electors not to vote for 
"the petitioner. Moreover, the petitioner has produced no evidence to prove that 
Shri Partap Singh was in the service of the Government when he was appointed 
as a polling officer. The petitioner and his counsel have not been able to draw 
my attention to any provision of law under which no person other than a Govern- 
ment Servant can be appointed as a polling officer. No such prohibition is con- 
tained in section 26 of the" Representation of the People Act, which authorises the 
Returning Officer to appoint such polling officers as he thinks necessary. Sec- 
tion 21 of the Act provides that the Returning Officer shall be an officer of Gov- 
ernment. Had the legislature intended that a polling officer should also be an 
officer of Government or a person in the service of the Government it would have 
■ expressed itself so in section 26, which it did not do. This being so, no presump- 
tion can be raised that Shri Partap Singh was a person in the service of the Gov- 
ernment when he worked as a polling officer at this election, The corrupt prac- 
tice under this head is also thus not proved. 


15. The petitioner urges that the respondents had obtained the assistance of 
some Lambardars for the furtherance of the of the prospects of their election 
which was prohibited by sub-section (71 of section 123 of the Representation of 
the People Act. He stuted that he visited the polling station Cholali in Kangra 
district on the 11th June 1957 and that he heard Sant Ram and Asa Rani, 
who were Lambardars, and some other persons saying that they had got him 
arrested and if any person would vote for him he too would be arrested. Ho fur- 
ther stated that he brought this matter verbally as well as in writting to the 
notice of the presiding officer and that when the latter refused to accept the 
written complaint he placed it on his table. Shri Ram Nath R.W. 3, who was 
the presiding officer at that polling station, gave a lie to the petitioner by stating 
that no complaint was made to him in that connection by him verbally or in 
writing nor was any written complaint placed by him on his table. He further stat- 
ed that Asa Ram and Sant Ram were not present within the polling area. I have 
no reason to disbelieve him on this point as he is wholly independent and 
disinterested Gazetted Officer. 

Rikhi Ram P.W. 12 stated that Sant Ram, Asa Ram and others were heard 
by him saying at polling station Cholali that no voter should vote for Pandit 
Ram Nath Kalia as he had been arrested and if he would vote for him he too 
would be arrested. Mathra Das P.W. 13 deposed that Sant Ram and Aas Ram had 
made a propaganda in the area of the polling station Cholali that the electors 
should vote for Shri Hem Raj respondent. He did not state that those persons 
had asked the electors not to vote for the petitioner. Moreover, he is a brother 
of the father of the petitioner and is thus very closely related to him. 

Asa Ram and Sant Ram have not been examined by the petitioner to sub- 
stantiate the above mentioned allegation made by him. 

Apart from this no evidence has been produced by the petitioner to prove that 
Asa Ram and Sant Ram had made any systematic appeal to vote or refrain from 
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voting on grounds of caste, race, community or religion. They, therefore, did not 
commit any corrupt practice for which vicarious liability can be fastened on 
the respondents, particularly when there is nothing to prove or even to suggest 
that it was done at the instance of the respondents. 

Furthermore, I am of the opinion that a “lambardar” is not a person in the 
service of the Government within the meaning of sub-section ( 7 ) of section 123 - 
of the) Representation of the People Act and as such the respondents did not 
commit any corrupt practice even if they asked them to make propaganda in their 
favoui- on grounds other than those of caste, race, community or religion. 

For the aforesaid reasons, I hold that the petitioner has failed to prove that any 
of the respondents or their election agents or any other person with their consent 
or that of their election agents had committed any corrupt, practice or that such 
a corrupt practice was committed in the interests of the respondents by some other 
persons. He has further failed to prove that the result of the election, in so far 
as it concerns the respondents, has been materially affected in case it is proved 
that any corrupt practice was committed In their interest by their election agent or ' 
some other person without their consent or the consent of their election agents, 
f decide issue No. 7 against the petitioner. 

16 . The petitioner has failed to substantiate any of the grounds on which he 
has attacked tho election of the respondents, The respondents’ election is valid 
and it cannot be declared to be void, 

17 . As a result of the above mentioned findings, the petition fails and is 
dismissed with costs to the respondents. I assess the costs at rupees five hundred! 
which will be payable to the respondents in one half equal shares. 

Announced. Petitioner and Shri Hem Raj respondent No. i are present. 
Dated, the 3 rd October, 1958 . 

(Sd.) Manohar Singh, Member,. 

Election Tribunal, 
Hoshiarpur ■ 

[No, 82 / 481 / 57.11 
By Order, 

DIN DAYAL, Under Secy. . 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, 23 rd July/the 31 st October, 1958 
(To be substituted for this Ministry’s notification of even number and date) 

S.O. 2300 .— The following officers have been appointed to the village Guards, 
Naga Hills-Tuensang Area, with effect from the dates and to the posts shown 1 
below against their names: — 

1. IC 4339 Major M.R.P. Varma, Commandant, Village Guard, 5th March, 58 (Forenoon) ■ 

Inf. (1 Dogra). Naga Hills Tuensang Area, 

Kohima. 

2 . SS-17611 Captain llachan Adjul am. Village Guard, Naga zoth May, 1958 (Forenoon), 

Singh, (ASCj Hills-Tuensang Area, 

Kohima. 

3. SS-17582 Captain Ttka Rom O.C., Village Guard, Naga Hills- 31st May, 1958 (Forenoon) 1 

Thiipa, OBI, Inf. (8 GR) Tuensang Area, Mokokchung 

Wing, 3 

4. SS-17610 Captain Chandra, O.C., Village Guard Naga Hills- 24 May, 1958 (Forenoon: 

Ths|pa, OBI, AIC, Inf. (8 GRj Tuensang Area, Kohima Wing. 

[No. 737 #-NU.}i 

S. H. JAGAD, Under Secy.. 
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 3 1 .st October, 1958 

S.O. 2301. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 17 and 27 of the 
'.'Indian Arms Act, 1878 (11 of 1878), the Central Government hereby makes the 
..following further amendments in the Indian Arms Rules, 1951, namely: — 

In Schedule VII to the said Rules, in the second column against entries (1 — A) 
. and (2), — - 

(1) lor the word "Revolvers”, the words "Swords or Revolvers” shall be 
substituted; and 

(111 after the words "together with”, the words "where necessary” shall be 
Inserted. 

[No. 31/ l/58-P(IV) .] 
V. P. MITIIAL. Under Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 28 th October, 1958 

S.O. 2302. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 5 
■ of the Indian Income-lax Act, 1922 (11 of 1922), the Central Government is 
[■pleased to appoint Shri Khazan Singh to be a Commissioner of Income-tax. 

This notification shall be deemed to have taken effect from the forenoon of 
,'10th October, 1958. 

[No. 97 (F.No.55/23/58-IT) .] 
A. K. MUKHERJEE, Under Secy. 


(Department of Revenue) 

ORDER 

Stamps 

New Delhi, the 3rd November, 1958 

S.O, 2303. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-section (1) 

• of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act. 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
thereby remits the duty chargeable under the said Act in respect ot the following 

• instruments with effect from the dates specified against each, namely:— 

(1) Receipts obtained in respect of payment of amount due on a 10-Year 

Treasury Savings Deposit Certificate whether endorsed on the back 
of the certificate at the time of its discharge or taken separately, — 
1st February, 1951. 

(2) Receipts obtained in respect of amount due on a 15-Ycar Annuity 

Certificate whether endorsed on the back of the certificate at the 
time of Its dicharge or taken separately.-- 1st July, 1954. 

[No. 36.] 

G. S. SAWHNEY, Under Secy. 



(Bepariment of Economic Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 30 th October 1958 

S. O. 2304 — Statement of the Aflaira of the Reserve Bank of India, is on the 24th October 1958 

Banking Department 


Liabilities Rs. Assets Rs. 

Capital paid up 5,00,00,000 Notes 1 1 ,26,74,000 

Reserve Fund 80,00,00,000 Rupee Coin 2,69,000 


National Agricultural Credit (Long-term Operations) 


Subsidiary Coin ..... 




Fund 

25^00,00,000 


■ 

3,90,000 



Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 




National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

. 3,00,00,000 

(a) Internal ..... 


• 


Deposits ; — 


(b) External 

. 

• 


(a) Government — 


(e) Government Treasury Bills 

■ 


9,99,000 

(1) Central Government 

49,00,27,000 

Balances held abroad* .... 

A 



14,74,10^100 

(2) Other Governments 

31,96,59,000 

* * 

Loans and Advances to Government B 


• 

16,24,97,000 

(6) Banks ...... 

142,05,37,000 

Other Loans and Advancesf 


• 

53,05,80,000 

(c) Others . . . . F 

114,47=33,000 

Investments ...... 


- 

376,86,52,000 

Bills Payable ....... 

15,08,26,000 

Other Assets ...... 



9,68,05,000 

Other Liabilities ....-• 

16,4444,000 





Total 

4? 2,02,76,000 

Total . 



482,02,76,000 


Dated the 29th day of October, 1958. ‘Includes Cash & Short term Securities, 

“Includes Temporary Overdrafts to State Governments. 

fThc item ‘Other Loans and Advances’ includes Rs. 97,00,000 /- ;idv.inced to scheduled 
banks agaiastu sauce bills under Secron 17(4X0) of the Reserve B nk of India Act. 

K. G. AMBEGAOKAR, Dy, Governor. 
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An Accjunt pursuant to the Reserve Bunk of India Act, 1934, for the week ended the 24th day of October 195?. 

Issue Department 


L LABILITIES Rs, 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking Depart- 
ment ..... 11,26,74,000 


A. Gold Coin and Bullion — 

(a) Held in India .... 

1 17,76,03,000 


Notes In circulation . . . ^544,70,02,000 


(ft) Held OJitsde India .... 

• « 


Total Notes Issued 

1555 . 96 . 76,000 

Foreign Securities .... 

164,67,56,000 




Total op A 


282,43,59,000 



B. Rupee Coin ...... 


139,16,81,000 



Government of India Rupee Securities . 


H 34 . 36 3 36 ,coo 



Internal Bills of Exchange and other commer- 
cial paper ..... 



Total — Liabiuti es 

1555 - 1 / 6 , 76 a »0 

Total — A ssurs 


1555 96,76,000 


Dated the 29th day of October, 1958 


K. G. Ambegaokap, Dy. Governor. 

[No. F-3(2>F. 1/58.] i 
A. BAKSI, Jt. Secy. R 


'V 

> 
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ERRATA 

In the weekly statement, of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, publi- 
shed in the Gazette of India, Part Il-Scction (3) (in dated 4th October, 1958 as 

S. O. 1998, the following Corrections arc to be made: — 

tage 1816, in the Assets Column under Banking Department — figures ugainst 

Notes — 

for “25, 16, 18,000’’ read. 25, 61, 18,000’’. 

Page 1816, — Date at the foot of the statement relating to Banking Depart- 
ment — 

for “24th day of September, 1258” read “24th day of September, 1958”. 


In ihe Report of the Central Board of Directors of the Reserve Bank or rnuia 
lor thg year July 1, 1957 to June 30, 1958, published on pages 1585 — 1602 of the 
Gazette of India, Part II — Section 3(ii) dated 13th September, 1968, the following 
corrections are to be made: — 

Pag* 1585, at the beginning the S.O. No. shouid be 1829. 
page 1588, para 20, line 18, for Rs. 71:10 read Rs. 71 10. 

i’age 1591, para 33, line 5, for One read On. 

tage 1591, para 33, line 17, for dealing read delink. 

Page 1593 para 43, line 10, for supply to deficiencies read supply the 
deficiencies. 

Page 1595, para 56, line 7, for . (full slop), rend , (comma). 

Para 1599, The figure against 'other liabilities’ under column ‘Liabilities’ 
for 10, 41,46,436, read 10, 41,46,346. 

Page 1602, line 2, for report of the Central Government read report to the 
Central Government. 

Page 1585, para 4, line 16, for if, read it. 

Page 1586, para 10, line 6, for . (Full Stop), read , (Comma). 

Page 1594, para 50, line 5, for 35 : 25, read' 35 ■ 25. 


CENTRAL BOARD OF REVENUE 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 28 th October 1958 

S O. 2305 — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 5 
of the Indian Income-tax Act, 1922 (11 of 1922) and in partial modification of all 
previous notifications on the subject the Central Board of Revenue hereby directs 
that with effect from 10th October, 1958 (l'ore-noon) Shri Khazun Singh, who has 
been appointed by the Central Government to be a Commissioner of Income-tax, 
shall perform all the functions of Commissioner of Income-tax in respect of such 
areas or of such persons or classes of persons or such incomes or classes of incomes 
or such cases or classes of cases as are comprised in the Income-tax Circles, Wards 
or Districts in the State of West Bengal as specified below: — 

1. Companies District II, Calcutta. 

2. Companies District IV, Calcutta. 

3. District 111(2), Calcutta. 

4. Special Survey Circle I, Calcutta, 

5. Special Circle II, Calcutta. 

6. District 1(1), Calcutta. 

7. Non-companies (I.T. cwm-E.P.T. ) District II, Calcutta. 

8. District IV(I), Calcutta. 

9. District IV(3), Calcutta. 

10. Special Survey Circle II, Calcutta. 

11. Special Survey Circle HI, Calcutta. 
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12. District V, Calcutta, 

13. District 1(2), Calcutta. 

14. Special Survey Circle IV, Calcutta, 

15. Special Survey Circle X, Calcutta. 

16. District V-A, Calcutta. 

17. Railways & Miscellaneous Salaries Circle, Calcutta. 

18. District IV(2), Calcutta. 

19. District II(I'), Calcutta. 

20. Special Survey Circle V, Calcutta. 

21. Special Survey Circle IX, Calcutta. 

Provided that he shall also perform his functions in respect of such persons 
or of such cases as have been or may be assigned by the Central Board of 
Revenue to any Income-tax Authority subordinate to him. 

Provided further that he shall not perform his functions in respect of such 
persons or such cases as have been or may be assigned to any Income-tax 
Authority outside his jurisdictional area. 

While performing the said functions the said Shri Khuzan Singh shall be 
designated as the Commissioner of Incornc-tax Calcutta with headquarters at 
Calcutta. 


Explanatory Note 

Note. — The amendments have become necessary due to a change in the 
incumbent of Commissioner’s post. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but is intended to be 
merely clarilicatory. 


[No. 98(F.No. 55/23/58-IT).] 


S.O. 2306.-— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 5 
of the Indian Income-tax Act. 1922 (11 of 1922) and in partial modification of all 
previous notifications on the subject, the Central Board of Revenue hereby directs 
that Shri W, K. Gharpurey, a Commissioner of Income-tax, shall perform all the 
functions of Commissioner of Income-tax In respect of such areas or of such per- 
sons or classes of persons or of such incomes or classes of incomes or of such cases 
or classes of cases as are comprised in the Income-tax Circles, Wards or Districts 
in the State of Madras excluding the whole of Coimbatore District, 

Provided that he shall also perform his functions in respect of such persons 
or of such cases as have been or may be assigned by the Central Board af Revenue 
to any Income-tax Authority subordinate to him. 

Provided further that he shall not perform his functions in respect of such 
persons or of such cases as have been or may be assigned to any Income-tax 
Authority outside his jurisdictional area. 

While performing the said functions the said Shri Gharpurey* shall be 
designated as the Commissioner of Income-tax, Madras with headquarters at 
Madras. 

This notification shall take effect on and from the 10th October, 1958 
(forenoon). 


Explanatory Note 

Note. — The amendments have become necessary due to change in the 
incumbent of Commissioner’s post. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but is intended to be 
merely clarificatory). 


[No. 99(F.No. 55/23/58-IT).] 
A. K. MUKHERJEE, Under Secy. 
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Land Customs 

New Delhi, the 8th November 1958 

5.0. 2307.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 4 of the Land 
Customs! Act, 1924 (19 of 1924), the Central Board of Revenue hereby makes the 
following further amendments in its notification No. 22-Customs, dated the 
2nd February, 1952, namely: — 

In the Schedule annexed to the said notification, under the heading “C-Land 
Customs areas under the jurisdiction of the Collector of Land Customs. Shillong, ” — 

(i) under the sub-heading "AGARTALA I CIRCLE”, the items “KRISHNA- 
KJSHORE NAGAR” “SRIMANTAPUR”, “AML 1 GHAT" and 

“SUBRHM" and nil entries relating thereto shall he omitted; 

111 ) under sub-heading “AGARTALA II CIRCLE", the item “RAGNA” and 
all entries relating thereto shall be omitted. 

[No. 13.] 

Customs 

New Delhi, the 8th November 1958 

5.0, 2308. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clauses (c) and (d) of 
section 11 of the Sea Customs Ad, 1878 (8 of 1878), as in force in India and as 
applied to the State of Pondicherry, the Contra! Board of Revenue hereby directs 
that the following amendments shall be mode in its Notification No. 175-Customs, 
■dated the 30th December, 1954. namely: — 

In the said notification, — 

(0 In line 2 of the preamble, after the words and figures "section 11”, the 
words and figures "and section 53” shall be inserted, 

(11) The word “and” occurring at the end of clause (i) shall be omitted. 

(III) After clause (ii), the following shall ho inserted, namely: — 

"and (iii) appoints the places ns specified in Col. 5 of the said table, for 
the delivery of manifests under section 53 of the Sea Customs Act, 
1878”. 

(IV) In the Schedule, after column 4, the following column, heading and 

entries shall be added, namely: — 

“Places appointed for the delivery of manifests under section 53 of the 
Sea Customs Act. 1878, 


5 


Within the Port limits declared in Notification No. 174-C.ustoms. 
dated the 30th December. 1954 issued under clause (b) of section 
11 of the Sea Customs Act. 1878." 


[No. 282.] 
M. C. DAS V Secy. 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE & INDUSTRY 

Trade Mark 

New Delhij the 30 th October 1958 

S.O 2309. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the Proviso to article 309 
of the Constitution, the President hereby makes the following rules regulation 
the methods of recruitment to Class IV Posts in the Trade Marks Registry, 
inamely: — 

1 , Short Title. — These rules may be called the Trade Marks Registry Class IV 
.Recruitment Rules, 1958. 

2. Method of recruitment, — Recruitment to Class IV Posts in the Trade Marks 
Registry shall be in accordance with the provisions of the Schedule annexed 
hereto. 
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SCHE 

Recruitment rides for class IV Posts in the Trade Marks Registry 


S. No. Name of 
Post 

Scale of 
pay 

Whether a selec- 
tion or a non- 
selection post 

Age limit 
for direct 
recruit- 
ment 

Educational 
and other 
qualification 
required for 
direct re- 
cruitment 

Whether age and 
educational qua- 
lifications pres- 
cribed for direct 
recruits will apply 
in case of recruit- 
ment by pro- 
motion /transfer. 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1, Record kee- 
per 

Rs. 

40-1-50-2- 

60 

Selection post. 

No direct 
recruit- 
ment 



2. Daftry 

35'l'30 

Non-Selection 

Do 




post. 


3. Jamadar 35-1-50 Mon-Selection Do 

post 


4. Peon 3Q-1-35 .« 25 years Middle Only educational 

school qualifications pres- 

Standard cribed for direct 
recruits will apply 
in cascof transfer. 


5, Farash . 30-J-35 


25 years 


* • 


No. 
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t)UT,E 

including its Branches at Calcutta & Bangalore 


Method of recruit- 
ment) (i.e, whether 
by direct recruitment, 
by promotion or by 
transfer) & percen- 
tage of vacancies to 
be filled by various 
modes 

In case vacancies filled 
by promotion/transfer, 
grades sources from 
which promotion./ trans- 
fers are to be made 

Composition of D. 

P.C. for direct re- 
cruitment/promo- 
tion/transfer 

Remarks 


9 

IO 

n 


By promotion. 


By transfer if a suita- 
able candidate is 
available, other- 
wise by promotion. 


'By promotion. 


By transfer if a suitable 
candidate is avail- 
able, orherwise by 
.direct recruitment. 


D» 


Appointment to this 
post should be made by 
promotion on a selec- 
tion basis form amongst 
the Duftries on the 
recommendation of 
the DPC of the 
office. 

Appointment to this post 
should be made by 
trasnfer from the 
grade of Jamadar if 
a suitable candidate 
is available otherwise 
by promotion from 
amongst the Peons on 
the recommendation of 
the D.P.C. of the 
office. 


Appointment to this 
ost should be made 
y promotion amongst 
the peons on the re- 
commendations of the 
D.P.C. of the office. 

Appointment to this 
post should be made 
by transfer from the 
grades of the Farash 
or Chowkidar if a sui- 
table candidate is ava- 
ilable ; otherwise by 
direct recruitment thro- 
ugh local Employment 
Exchange on the re- 
commendation of the 
D.P.C. of the office. 


1. Assistant Regis- 

trar of Trade 
marks. 

2. Administrative 
Officer. 

3. Examiner of Tra- 
de marks. 


For the Branch 
Registry at Cal- 
cutta the D.P.C. 
shall consist of Exa- 
miner of Trade 
Marks, Assistant 
Examiner of Trade 
Marks, Assistant 
Examiner of Trade 
Marks and Assis- 
tant Superinten- 
dent. 


For the Bmach Re- 
gistry at Bangalore 
the D.P.C. shall 
consist of the 
Examiner & Ex- 
Office Deputy 
Registrar of Trade 
Marks, Asstt. Exa- 
miner of Trade 
Marks and Assis- 
tant Superintend- 
ent. 


he upper age limit 
prescribed for dir- 
ccl rccruitmen 
will be relaxed 
in case of S.C./ST. 
and displaced per- 
sons in accordance 
with the orders is- 
sued by the Govt, 
of Incua Min. of 
Home Affairs from 
time to time. 


Appointment to this 

C ost shpuld be made 
y transfer from, the 
grade of Chowkidar if 
a suitable candidate is 
available ; otherwise 
by direct recruitment 
through local employ- 
ment Exchange on 

the recommendation of 
the D.P.C. of the 

office. 
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I 

2 , 

3 

4 5 6 7 

6. 

Chowkidar. 

Rs. 

30-i-35 

25 years. 

7- 

Sweeperj . 

3°'i"35l 

25 years 
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S 


9 


10 


II 


By [ lireci iccriiiimcnc 
through local Km- 
plo\mcnt lixchange 
on the recommenda- 
tion of the D. PC. 
of the office. 


Do 


[No. F. 10(lfl)-TMP/58.] 
T. S. KUNCHITHAPATHAM, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 1st November 1958 

S.O. 2,110. — The following amendment made by the Saurash^ra Oil and Oil Seeds 
Association Ltd., Rajkot to its rules in exercise of the powers conferred on it by 
sub-section (1) of section 9A of the Forward Contracts (Regulation! Act, 1952 
(74 of 1952), and approved by the Central Government, is hereby published as 
required by sub-section (2) of that section, namely: — 

“In the said rules. Article 33 shall be renumbered as Article 35 and for til* 
Article so renumbered, the following shall bo substituted, namely: — 

35. (a) The Board shall consist of not more than 25 Directors constituted, 
as under: — 

(i) Not more than eight persons to be elected by the members at the 

General Meeting from among the members of the Association. 

(ii) Not more than ten persons to be elected by the members of the respective- 

Rings at the rate of 2 Directors per each Ring from among the mem* 
bers of the respective Rings. 

The election of the Directors shall be held at the respective Rings. 

(iii) One person to be appointed by the Central Government as its represen- 

tative. 

(iv) Not more than 3 persons to be appointed by the Central Government to 

represent interests not directly represented through the membership of 
the Association. 

(V) Not more than 3 persons, whether members of the Association or not, to 
be co-opted by the Directors elected or appointed as per (i). (ii), (ill) 
and (iv) above. 

(b) At the date of the adoption of these Articles, the following persons arc the. 
Directors of the Association and they shall hold office till new Directors are elected 
as provided in the Articles: — 


(1) 

Shree Abdul Hussein Gullam Hussein Merchant. 

(2) 

II 

Bhogilal Velchand Shah. 

(3) 

*i 

Maganlal Nathoobhai Patel. 

(4) 

1» 

Mukundral Popatlal Gandhi. 

(5) 

U 

Harjivandas Vithaldas Bardnwala. 

(0) 

n 

Kantilal P. Shah. 

(7) 

if 

Narandas Kamalshi. 

(8) 

n 

Narshldas Hiralal. 

(9) 

j t 

Jamiyatram Kapurchand Mody. 

(10) 

ii 

Ratilal Nyalchand Chttalia. 

<H) 

” 

Ramanlal Prabhudas Shah. 

02) 


Narandas Jothalal Sonecha. 


(c) The first election of Directors as provided in clause (a)(i) and (ill herein 
shall be held at a special meeting of the Association to be convened within a period 
of 2 months from the commencement of trading in the Rings." 

[No. 38(19)-TMP/FMC/58.J 

K. V. VENKATACHALAM, Jt. Secy. 


New Delhi, the 3rd November 1958 

S.O. 2311. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Essential 
Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1055), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following further amendment in the Cotton Textiles (Production by Ilandloom) 
Control Order, 1950, namely;— 

In the said Order: — 

In sub-clause (1) of clause 4, for the figures and words “30lh September, 
1958” the figures and words “31st March, 1959” shall be substituted. 

[No. F.4(79)TEX(C)/58.} 
M. S. SADASIVAN, Under Secy. 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, (he 3 1st October 1958 

S.O, 23I3/IDRA/6/13 Am, (3). — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section fi of the Industries (Development & Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri P. N. Talukdar, Managing Director' 
Ilindusthan Development Corporation Ltd., Calcutta, as a member of th« 
Development Council established by the Order of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Commerce and Industry No. S.R.O. 205, dated the 
4th March 1958, lor the scheduled industries engaged in the manufacture and 
production of Soaps, Paints and Plastics to be. known as the Development Council 
for Oil-based and Plastics Industries, and directs that the following amendment 
shall be made in the said Order, namely: — 

In paragraph 1 of the said Order under the category of members "being 
persons who in the opinion of the Centra! Government are capable of represent- 
ing the interests of owners of industrial undertakings in the said scneduled 
industries” after entry No. 5 relating to Shrl Mlnoo J. Wadia, the following entry 
-.shall he inserted, namely: 

"5A. Phrl P. N. Talukdar, Managing Director, Hlndusthan Development 
Corporation Ltd., 1, Stephens Road, P.O. Tollygunge, Calcutta-33." 

[No. 5(32) 1A(II) (G)/57.] 
R. J. BHO.TWANI, Under Secy. 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4 (h November 1958 

SO. 2313. — In pursuance of rule 9 of the Development Councils (Procedural) 
Rules, 1052, made under Section 6 of the Industries (Development and Regulation) 
Act, 1951, the Central Government hereby ratifies the appointment of Shri A. M. 
M. Arunachalam, Managing Director, Messrs T.I. Cycles of India Lid., Ambattur, 
Madras, as a substitute to take the place of Shri B. A. Forsyth, a non-offlclal 
member of the Development Council for Bicycles, for the purpose of attending 
-the 13th meeting of Jhe Council which was held in New Delhi on the 4th August 
1958.1 

[No. 4(56) IA(II) (G)/58,J 
A. K. CHAKRAVARTI, Under Secy. 


Bombay, the 10 th October 1958 

S,|0. 2314. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me by clause 22 of the Cotton 
"Textiles (Control) Order. 1948. 1 hereby direct that the following further amend- 
ment shall be made in the Textile Commissioner’s Notification No, 80-Tex. l/48(iif) 
elated the 2nd August 1948, namely: — 


H 


1, 2 


the said notification, in the Table below paragraph 5, for entries in columns 
and 3, against serial No. 2 the following shall be substituted, namely:— 


r 2 


ct 2, Where the average coi nt of yam us- d in the cloth is 17s or lir.er 
but is less than 2 .C'S. 

2 t \, Where the average count of yarn used in the cloth is 2 6s or finer 
but is less than 35s. 


3 


Lower 

Medium. 

Higher 
Medium. ” 


[No. TC (3) 43/48.] 

D. S. Joski, 
Textile Commissioner. 


[No. 2 (6) -Tex (A)/ 58-3.] 
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CORRIGENDUM 
Bombay, the 28th October 1958 

S.O. 2315. — In the Ministry of Commerce and Industry’s Notification No. S. O. 
2076 dated the 27th August, 1058, published at pages 1874 to 188) of the Gazette 
of India Extraordinary, Part II, Section ,i(ii,i dated the 11th October, 1953. 

(i) At page 1876, in line 7 of sub-paragraph (a) of paragraph 3, for ‘‘confirm” 

read ‘‘confirm”. 

(ii) At page 187 7, in line 10 of sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 3, for “sub- 

paragraph (3)" read “sub-paragraph (8)". 

(Ill) at page 1880, In schedule ‘A’ appended to the said notification. 

(1) under the column 4 against C.P. I & II for “780’’ read ”720”. 

(2) under the column 13 against Central India, for ”46" read “45”, 

(3) under the column 8, against H— 420, for ”15” read “5”, 

D. S. JOSHI, 

Textile Commissioner. 


[No- F.24(44)Tex(A)/57.1 
V. V. NENE, Under Secy 



(Indian Standards Institution) 


Xiv> Delhi , 29 th October 1938 

S.O. a 3 tf. — In pursuance of sub -regulation i'i) of regulation S of the Indian Standards Institution (CertiflcaLion Mai ks 1 Regulations, 1953, the Indian j 
Standards Institution hereby notifies that three licences, particulars of which are given m the Schedule hereto annexed, have been renewed lot a pern J of j 

®ne year. 

The Scheduie 


SI. LicenccXo- Period of Validity Name and Address ofthe Licensee Article, Process covered by the Relevant Indian Standard 

No. and date licence. 

Prom To 


1 CM'L-20 
24-10-1956 

24-10-1958 33-10-1959 

M;s ShreeDigvijay Cement Co. 
Ltd., Sikka, (Via Jamnagar) 

Ordinary Rapid-Hardening and 
Low Heat Portland Cement 

IS: 269-1951 Specification for 
Ordinary Rapid- Hardening and 
Low Heat Portland Cement. 

2 GM/L-39 

4-11-1957 

16-11-1958 15-11-1959 

M.'s Rashtriya Metal Industries 
Ltd.- Kurla Road, Andheri 
i.Eastj. Bombav-41. 

Wrought Aluminium Utcnsils- 
Grade A 

IS: 21-1953 Specification for 
Wrought Aluminum 1 for 

Utensils. 

3 CM/L-40 
4-11-1 957 

Do. Do. 

Do. 

Aluminium Sheets, Strips and 
Circles. 

Do, 


L'-W MDC/12(43.)J 
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New Delhi, the jrd November 7953 

S.O .2317 — In pursuance of sub-regulations 12) and (3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standard® 
'Institution (Certification Marks) Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution hereby 
.notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto annexed 
-have been established during the period 16th to 31st October 1958. 

Thp. Schedule 


SI. No. and title of the Indian No. and title of the Indian Brief Particulars 

No, Standard established Standard or Standards, if any, 

superseded by the new Indian 
Standard 

(1) W (3) (4) 


il. IS: 12-1958 Guide for IS: 12-1949 Style Manual for This Indian Standard covers 
Drafting Indian Stand- Drafting Indian Standards. primarily the method of 
ards ( Revised ) presentation, composition and 

editorial practice to be follow- 
ed in the preparation of 
Indian Standard Spccifica- 


2. IS: 1269-1958 Specifica- 
tion for Metric, Woven 
Metallic Tape Measures 


tions, Test Methods, Codes 
of Practice, Guides, etc. It 
would also be useful in 
compiling certain types of 
technical reports and similar 
other documents. (Price Rs. 
3'50) 

This standard prescribes the 
requirements for metric, 
woven metallic tape measures 
intended for use where it is 
not possible to employ rigid 
measures of length. It covers 
tape measures in the deno- 
minations of 2, 5, 10, 20, 
30 and 50 metres. 

(Price Rs. 1 ■ 50) 


Copies of these Indian Standards are available, for sale, with the Indian Standards Institut' 
tion, “MANAK BHAVAN”, 9 Mathura Road, New Delhi— 1 and also at tts Branch Ofhces at 
(i) 40/40A Cawasji Patel Street, Port, Bombay — 1, (it) P — it, Mission Row Extension , Calcutta— 
.and (tit) 2/21 , First Line Beach, Madras — 1. 


[No. MDC/li(4).] 

C. N. MODAWAL, 
Deputy Director (Mark,). 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 30th September 1958 

S.O. 2318. — Whereas, I. G. Mukharji. Vice-Chairman, Delhi Development 
Authority and Competent Authority, under the Slum Areas (Improvement and 
clearance) Act, 1956 (No. 96 of 1956) upon a report from my officers and other 
information in my possession am satisfied that the most satisfactory method of 
-dealing with the conditions in the slum areas described in the Schedule below 
.is the demolition of all the buildings in the arear. ' 
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Nov.’, therefore, I, under the powers vested in me under section 9(1) of the 
said Act, hereby declare the areas mentioned in the Schedule below to be 
clearance areas. 


S. Nik. 


Ward No. 


Schedule 


House Nos. 


Locality 


I. 

I 

766 & 772 to 774- 

2. 

X 

898-922 

3- 

XI 

1487 . 

4 - 

XI 

2579-90 

5- 

XIV 

8355 ■ 

6. 

1 XV 

6108-18 and 5990-92 

7- 

1 Do. 

5954-76 

8. 

! Do. 

6236-39, 6298-6314 
6341-51, 6282-88, 
6290-17, 6207-33 

9- 

Sarai Rohilla 

Village Abadi bounded 


South: 

Old Rohtak Road. 


East: 

Capital Industries. 


North : 

Open Land, Ministry 


West : 

Police post. 


Chabi Ganj, 

Berween Tiraha Behram Khand and 
Kanua Bangesh. 

Kalan Mahal. 

Near Tiraha sBehram Khan. 

Karra Gauri Shankar Near sFilmstan 
Nabi Karim 

Do. 

1 Do. 

follows : — 


Rehabilitation double storeyed quarters. 


[No. 2(6)58-SC.J 
G. MUKHAKJI, 
Competent Authority. 

CENTRLA EXCISE COLLECTORATE, BARODA 

Centeal Excise (Tobacco) 

Baroda, the 19 th August 1958 

sjo. 3819. — The following amendment shall be made in this Collectorate- 
Notiflcation No. 3/1957 dated 9th March, 1957. 

The following portion oecuring at the end of paragraph 4 of the said Notifica- 
tion [shall be deleted: — 

‘If the tobacco has on the date of actual destruction or denaturation, 
completed the period fixed for warehousing or storage in the curer’s 
store room or curing yard, including extensions it shall be destroyed 
or rendered unfit as above under the joint supervision of the Superin- 
tendent/Deputy Superintendent and an Inspector of Central Excise.” 


[No. 5/1958.1 
G. KORUTHU, Collector,, 


OF[FlCE OF THE ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE GOA 
FRONTIER DIVISION, BELGAUM 

NOTICES 

Belgaum, the 30 th October 1958 


S.Q. 2320. — Whereas it appears that the marginally noted goods which were 

seized by the Jumadar C. Ex. and Cus- 
Mds. Seers toms, Honavar at a place known as 

3 9 ‘Heramath” in the vicinity of the Indo- 

7 double Goa Border on 30th January, 1958 were 

Khujas. imported by Sea from Goa (Portuguese 

territories in India) in contravention of 
the Government of India Ministry of Commerce and Industries Import Control 


(1) Goa betelnuts 

(2) Goa Country 
liquor. 
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'Order No. 17/55 dated 7th December, 1955 issued under Section 3 of the Imports 
and Exports Control Act, 1947 and further deemed to have been issued under 
Section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 (in respect of item No, 1 noted in the 
margin). 

Government of India Ministry of Finance (C.R.) Notification No. 2 Camp 
■Cus. dated 26th January 1946 issued under Section 19 of the Sea Customs Act, 
1878 (in respect of item No. 2 noted in the margin). 

2. Now therefore, any person claiming the goods is hereby called upon to 
show cause to the Assistant Collector of Central Excise and Land Customs, Goa 
Frontier Division, Belgaum why the above mentioned goods should not be 
confiscated under Section 167(8) read with Section 168 of the Sea Customs Act, 
1878 and why a penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 167(8) of 
the Sea Customs Act, 1878. 

3. If such a owner fails to turn up to claim the above mentioned unclaimed 
goods or to show cause against the action proposed to be taken within 30 days 
from the publication of this notice in the Government of India Gazette, the goods 
in question will be treated as unclaimed and the case will be decided accordingly. 

[No. VIII(b) 10-1 86/58.] 


S.O. 2321. — Whereas it appears that the marginally noted goods which were 

seized by the Customs find Central 

1, Five bags of Goa Excise, Inspector, Satarda at a place 

betelnuts. 5 Bmds. known, as “Ghatpat” in the vicinity of 

2. Water proof bag. One the Indo-Goa Border on 15th June, 1958 

.were imported by land from Goa 
(Portuguese territories in India) in 
contravention of Section 5(1) of the Land Customs Act, 1924 and the Government 
of India Ministry of Commerce and Industries Import Control Order No. 17/55 
dated 7th December, 1955 issued under Section 3 of the Imports and Exports 
Control Act, 1947 and further deemed to have been Issued under Section 19 of 
the Sea Customs Act, 1878 (in respect of item No. 1 noted in the margin). 

2. Now' therefore, any person claiming the goods is hereby called upon to 
show cause to the Assistant Collector of Central Excise and Land Customs, Goa 
Frontier Division Belgaum why the above mentioned goods should not bo 
confiscated under Section 5(3) of the Land Customs Act, 1924 read with Section 
167(8) and 168 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 and why a penalty should not be 
imposed on him under Section 7(l)(r) of the Land Customs Act, 1924. read with 
Section 167(8) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878. 

3. If such a owner fails to turn up to claim the above mentioned unclaimed 
goods or to show cause against the action proposed lo be taken within 30 days 
from the publication of this notice in the Government of India Gazette, the goods 
.in question will be treated as unclaimed and the case will he decided accordinly. 

[No. VIII(b) 10-210/58.1 


S.O. 2.322. — Whereas It appears that the marginally noted goods which were 

seized by the Inspector, Central Excise 
and Customs, Sasoli in the jurisdiction 
of Custom Chowky No. 41 at a place 
.Husked Goa Betelnuts \ 5 Bmds & known as “Dharwat" in the vicinity of 

in seven packages, f 10 Servs. the Indo-Goa Border on 20th June, 1958 

were imported by land from Goa 
(Portuguese territories in India) in 
contravention of Section 5(1) of the Land Customs Act, 1924 and the Government 
-of India Ministry of Commerce and Industries Import Control Order No. 17/55 
•dated 7th December, 1955 issued under Section 3 of the Imports and Exports 
Control Act, 1947 and further deemed to have been issued under Section 19 of the 
■Sea Customs Act, 1878 (in respect of item noted in the margin). 

2, Now Therefore, any person claiming the goods is hereby called upon 
to show cause to the Assistant Collector of Central Excise and Land Customs, Goa 
Frontier Division Belgaum why the above mentioned goods should not be 
confiscated under Section 5(3) of the Land Customs Act, 1924 read with Section 
167(8) ’ and 168 of the Sea Customs Act, 1878 and why a penalty should not be 
imposed on him under Section 7(1) (c) of the Land Customs Act, 1924, read with 
Section 1G7 (8 ) of the Sea Customs Act, 1878. 
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3. If such a owner fails to turn up to claim the above mentioned unclaimed 

f loods or to show cause against the action proposed to be taken within 30 days 
rom the publication of this notice in the Government of India Gazette, the goods 
in question will be treated as unclaimed and the case will be decided accordingly. 

[No. VHI(b) 10-251/58.] 

E. R. SRIKANTIA, Asslt. Collector. 


THE MADRAS CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE 

AMENDMENT 

Madras, the 18th October 1958 

S.O. 2323. — In this Collectorale Notiflqation C No. VI/kk/21/0/56-CCPol. 
dated 7th July, 1958, for the words “The name of the manufacturer” appearing 
against item (i> of the first paragraph, please read “The name and place of the 
manufacturer 1 '. 

|C. No. VI/kk/21/9/56-C.E.Pol.J 
S, P. KAMPANI, Collector. 


NARCOTICS DEPARTMENT 


Simla, the Hist October 1958 


S.O, 2324 — In pursuance of sub-rule (i) of rule 4 of the Dangerous Drugs (Import, 
Export arid Transhipment) Rules, 1957. it is hereh.v notified that every application 
for the issue of import certificate in respect of dangerous drugs to be sent to the 
undersigned, shall state the following details namely: — 


1. Name and address of the importer. 

2. Whether the import, is: — 

(i) Sole Agent of manufacturers abroad, 

or 

(ii) Manufacturer of preparations containing ‘manufactured drugs’. 


8 . 

4. 

5. 

6 . 
7. 


ip. 

11. 

12 . 
11 . 


lH. 


Exact description and quantity of drug to be imported. 

Form in which the drug is to he imported ( power / ampules/tabled etc.). 

Quantity in terms of pure alkaloid content. 

State Excise permit No. dated 

Name and address of the firm in the exporting country from which the 
drug is to he imported. 

Name of Customs port qr Post Office at 'which delivery is to be taken. 

Whether the importer desires to import by sea/land/air/parcel post. 

Licence No. dated issued under the 

Dangerous Drugs Rules. 

Quantity of drug allowed to he possessed at a time under Dangerous 
Drugs Licence. 

Present stock of the drug with the importer. 

Whether the applicant holds any import certificate against which the 
drug has not been received on the date of application and if so what 
is the quantity of the drug to be received and the number and date 
of the outstanding import certificate 

Distribution of the quantity to be imported (quantity to be estimated 
from pending indents and actual transactions in the preceding 
years ) :— 

(i) for supply within the State where importer has his place of business. 

(ii) for supply out of that Slate giving particulars of the States, names 

and addresses of the indcntor.s and the quantity required by each 
of them. 


15. Quantity of drug imported during the last three years. 
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It is certified that the drug is required solely for medical and scientific, 
purposes. 


Signature 

Designation 

Date 

[No, ,F_17/Tech./58.) 

S.O. 2325. — In pursuance of sub-rule (i) of rule 6 of the Dangerous Drugs 
(Import. Export and Transshipment) Rules, 1057, it is hereby notified that the 
application for the issue of export authorisation in respect of dangerous drugs ta 
be sent to the undersigned, shall state the following details namely:— 

1 . Name, uddress and business of exporter. 

2. Exact description and amount of drug to be exported, 

3. "Quantity in terms of pure alkaloid content, 

4. Name and address of the firm in importing country requiring the drug. 

5. Number and date of import certificate and indication of the authority 

issuing this certificate. 

6. Name of Customs House through which export is to be effected. 

7. If possible, name of vessel and the date on which it will leave India. 

8. If possible, the route to be followed by the goods. 

9. Remarks, if any. 

Signature 

Designation 

Date 

*N.B. This is in respect of the finished alkaloids. 

[No. F.17/Tech/58.] 
TILAK RAJ, 

TILAK RAJ, Narcotics Commissioner. 

MINISTRY OF SCIENTIFIC: RESEARCH & CULTURAL AFFAIRS 

l{ew Delhi, the 15th September 1958 

S.O. 2326, — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 11 of the Copy- 
right Act, 1957 (14 of L957) , the Central Government hereby Constitutes the 
Copyright Board consisting of: — 

Chairman 

1. Shri P. fc’atyanarayana Rao, Member, Law Commission. 

Members 

2 Shri B. N. Lokur, Joint Secretary & Legal Adviser, Department of 
Legal Alfairs, Ministry of Law, 

y. Dr. A. M. D’Rozario. Joint Educational Adviser, Ministry of Scientific 
Research and Cultural Affairs. 

The Chairman and the members shall hold office for a term of three years 
from the date of the issue of this notification. 

[No. F. 17-25/57-Copt.] 
A. K. GHOSH, Jt. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF WORKS, HOUSING AND SUPPLY 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 16th September 1958 

SO. 2327, — in the notification of the Government of India In the Ministry of 
Works, Housing and Supply No. S.O. 1382 dated the 7th July 1958, published at 
page 1193 o£ the Gazette of India Part II section 3(Ii) dated Ihe 12tli July, 1958, 
for “24th December, 1955” read “13th December, 1955”. 

[No. 3/1/55-Acc.J 
R. C. MEHRA, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 
(Department of Transport) 

(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 30 th October 1958 

pursuance of clause (f) of sub-section (2), of section 28 of the 
1 , Shipping Act, 1923 (21 of 1923), the Central Government hereby 

makes the following further amendment in the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Department of Commerce No. 31-MII(5)/34 dated the 22nd 
May, 1937, namely: — 


S.O. 2328.— In 
Indian Merchant 


In the said notification in the table of scales, for item No. (8) the following 
shall be Substituted, namely:— 


(8) | Dry fish at sea daily 
or 

fresh fish at sea daily 


0-4-0 0-4-0 

0 - 6-0 0 - 6-0 
[No. F.12-MT(90) 158.] 


Merchant Shipping 
New Delhi , the 8th November 1958 

S.O. 2329. — In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 5 of the Indian 
Merchant Shipping (Seamen’s Employment Office. Calcutta) Rules, 1954, the 
Central Government hereby appoints Captain J. Wharry as member representing 
the Shipowners on the Seamen’s Employment Board at the port of Calcutta in 
place of Captain A. McSweeney who has resigned, and makes the following 
amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Transport No, 15-MS(1)/57 dated the 11th March, 1957, namely: — . 

In the said notification, for entry No. 9, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

"9. | Captain J. Wharry”. 

[No. 15-MT(5)/58.] 
S. K. VENKATACHALAM, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF REHABILITATION 

New Delhi, the 3rd November 1958 

S.O. 2330. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (2) of rule It. 
clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 14 and sub-rule (1) of rule 23 of the Central 
Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1957, the President 
hereby directs that the following further amendments shall be made in the 
Schedule to the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Rehabilitation No. S.R.O. 632, dated the 28th February, 1957, namely:— 

1. In Part II relating to General Central Service, Class III — 

(a) Under the heading “Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner", for 
the words and brackets “Deputy Chief Settlement Commissioner 
(Administration)” in columns 2 and 3, the words and brackets 
“Settlement Commissioner (Administration)’’ shall be substituted; 

(hi) the heading “Offices of the Superintending Valuation Officer, Valuation 
Officer and Assistant Valuation Officer” and the entries thereunder 
shall he omitted; 

(q) for the heading “Offices of the Regional Settlement Commissioners, 
Settlement Officers, and Assistant Settlement Officers”, the heading 
“Offices of the Regional Settlement Commissioners and their sub- 
offices” shall be substituted; 

(d) under the heading “Offices of the Custodians of Evacuee Property and 
their sub-offices”, for the words “Deputy Chief Settlement Com- 
missioner-citm-Deputy Custodian General" in column 6, the words 
“Custodian General of Exacuee Property” shall be substituted; 
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(e) after the entries under the heading Pay and Accounts Organisation, 
New Delhi/Bombay/Calcutta”, the following shall be inserted, 
namely: — 


1 


1 


3 4 5 


“Office of the Super* 
intendent, Prototype 
Training-cwm-Pro- 
duction Centre. 

All posts . . . Head of Office. Head of Office. All Joint Secretary, Ministry 

of Rehabilitation”. 


2. In part III relating to General Central Service, Class IV — 


(a) 


(b) 

(C) 


<d) 


under the heading “Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner”, for 
the words “Deputy Chief Settlement Commissioner” in column 5. 
the words and brackets “Settlement Commissioner (Administration)” 
shall be substituted; 


under the heading “Offices of the Custodian of Evacuee Property and 
their sub-offices”, the word “Deputy” occurring after the word "other- 
wise” in column 5, shall be omitted; 


for the heading “Offices of the Regional Settlement Commissioners, 
Settlement Officers and Assistant Settlement Officers in the Region”, 
the heading “Offices of the Regional Settlement Commissioners and 
their sub-offices” shall be substituted; 


after the entries under the heading "Pay and Accounts Organisation, 
New Delhi/Bombay/Calcutta”, the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 


i 


2 3 4 5 


‘•Office of the Superin- 
tendent, Prototype 
Tralning-cwm-Prod- 
uction Centre. 

All posts . . ■ Head of Office. Head of Office. All Deputy Secretary, Mini- 

stry of Rehabilitation”. 


[No. 2/B/07-AV.] 
V. P. BHATNAGAR, Under Secy. 


(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 28th October 1958 

S.O. 2331. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me by sub-section (3) of 
Section 55 of the Administration of Evacuee Property Act (31 of 1950). I, 
L. J. Johnson, I.C.S., Custodian General, hereby delegate to Shri H. C. Asthana, 
•Custodian Evacuee Property, U.P. cum Deputy Custodian General, all powers 
vested in me under the said Act, in so far as the State of U.P, is concerned, 


[No. l(l)-Prop(Admn)/58.J 
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S.O. 2332. — In exercsie of the powers conferred upon me by Sub-Section (1) of 
Section 8 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1964 
(44 of 1954), I, L. J, Johnson, I.C.S., Chief Settlement Commissioner do hereby 
authorise Shri V. B. Bhambani, Assistant Settlement Officer, Rohtak, to make 
payment of compensation to displaced persons, out of the Compensation Pool, 
by transfer of allottable property or otherwise, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Rules, 1955 in addi- 
tion to the officers already authorised vide this Office Order No. F. 4(6)Comp.-II/57. 
dated 10th October, 1957, 19th December, 1957, 27th February, 1958, and orders 
of even number dated 22nd July, 1958 and 9th August, 1958, respectively. 

[No. F . 4(6)Comp.-II/57'Policy-L] 

L. J. JOHNSON, 

Chief Settlement Commissioner. 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 4th November 1958 

S.O. 2333. — Whereas the Central Government is Satisfied that the employees 
In the Thorium /Uranium Plant, Trombay, belonging to the Department of Atomic 
Energy, are in receipt of benefits substantially similar to the benefits provided 
under the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 90 of the said 
Act and In supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour and Employment No. HI-6 (250)/ 57, dated the 27th June, 1958, 
the Central Government hereby, exempts the Thorium/Uranium Plant, Trombay, 
from ail the provisions of the said Act. 

[No. F. HI-6 (250)/ 57.] 
BALWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 4th November 1958 

S.O, 2334, — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Digwadih Colliery of M/s Tata Iron and Steel Co. Ltd., and their 
workmen. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, DHANBAD 

Reference No. 35 of 1958 


Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Digwadih colliery of Messrs. Tata Iron Sc Steel Co, Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen. 


Dhanbad, the 16 th October 1958 
Present : 

Shri Salim M, Merchant, B.A.LL.B.,— Chairman, 

Appearances ; 

Shri S. S. Mukherjea, B.Se, B.L., 

Advocate, with Shri G. Prasad, Chief Personnel Officer — for the. employers. 
Shri Shankar Singh, 

General Secretary, Tata Collieries Workers Union— for the workmen. 
State; Bihar Industry: Coal. 


AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment, by Order No, 
LR.II/2(60)/58 dated 9th June 1958 made in exercise of the powers conferred by 
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for the settlement of the dispute. 
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terms of Annexure 
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, Reference No. 35 op 1958 

[.ve\(oes)o-iH .a .owi 

Digwadlh colliery of Messrs. Tata Iron and Steel 

f ttm- 

Their workmen. 


the 


.n! 



86GI TathiraitoVi hit afil .ifiJatl uraVl 

The above Reference has been amicably settled between the parties on 
[RliJeubnl srit lo VI noliooa lo oonauaiuq ni — IEES .0.8 

of all his claims till date, 

OASMAffl® ®ftyisa oi: 

Shn Janardhan Dubey will stand, terminated with effect date. 

(3) That the above a week. 

(4) That Shri Janardhan Dubey accepts the above terms. teuthaS 

•bhl -fPi^fe^ofPiiiftMy AlP'tPtoMftal 

be pleased to pass an award in terms mtAout above for which the parties ever pray. 

g amutiow riodT 
hanker Singh, 

tadoloO ffjfti aril .bodmntd 

: TPiSBaHS General Secretary, The Tata Collieries 
.mwrtinfiO — ,.8.JJ.A.0 .InBrf'nsWorMeMitfW&itardSG- 10-58. 


Dhanbad, 

The 16 th October 


1958? £Q1 


For the Employers. For the W drtrotHltfNJ'ia A 

,.j.a oe.a 

.rtauolqms ,s$i S 9 \-MXSftffl©Ei Bn no«req lolriD .beep,!*! .O hd3 rfltw .atnoovbA 

1 .rfgniS -nrrfnBrfa hrf3 

.rtamilTOor a fit tot — nolnU rmjIioW eahsflloG eteT ,xiD)aiaaS lutonoO 
“.fctSP lytiEufeil (Sd.) Salim M. 

Chairman, 

<5?M A Govt, Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad. 
.oVI tebiO yd .inamv.ofqmT A modnJ lo ytialniM .elbnl lo } WW r ¥3Wh?2i3ffi'5Ba 1 
yd banalnoo atawoq art) lo sdnoxe ni abuni 85GI annb riJG bafeM' 8fr\tOB7S“xI.dla' J 



THA ^o.vcwiaaimii 9 tf®ua«E«nsM) i jHaso 9^5 

edj yd bol-wilc 9d oi yledll 10 baioaDitOBB&iuw to rad mu n b 9 lnmiiR 3 (v) 

,99‘HfT- -iMuqalb 

eoJHflq oil* lo siolenala New Delhi - thc 30th October 1958 

^SUWiSaA— JiPhifieafe.f^i) industrial dispute exists between M/s Central Bhowrah 
Co all C^JWiWt (Private) Limited and their workmen represented by the Eastern 


Coal C&ftljjJaiiJt Colliery Workers’ Union; 

.blJ (q) ,oD laoO erworiH IflilneO 

A ndurwheiieas J-tie f*a 1 d Company and the Union have, under sub-section (1) 

*TB^?>F TEc Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 <($ ^)l%ttkofrtt*rrrfiflBthe 
dispute to arbitration by, an Arbitration Agreement and have i-o the 

Central Government under sub-section (3) of the said section’ 8 » ropy of the 
said Arbitration Agreement; ,aaLHJHuM yommjhO (,b3) 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section ^WJWHhe said 
Act, the Central Government hereby publishes the 

.noInU 'aiodioW 

wranim/UAS ,aM (,bS) Form “C” 

,yifli9'1998 

■ai 9 iUoW yiollIoG .o'J IfloD n islacS -Agreement 

nartolioW orifUMliiVisStWlbft the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

[.8f.{«tl)£-lIHJ .3 oWl 

Between 

Name of the Part-le^Gt ccdma'ioVI. ilii aril .idiot! uioVI 

'owjgs iho .tM™ Ta 

bflwn b'dirriU/rmH ylfifl odi ot noilrdor Ml Riavolqrrio aril rmwlod gip.ixa eiuqeib 
elub*»ft#re*«tttinf( heflrtattemaOWM. ae&lflBulE8a>pi »lciWlV4l ow Ef^'ii fjnfl C3HP B ^0., 
Colliery Workers’ Union, IbsxannB oJaian 

bias adt 19191 oJ eldfiibab ii etablanoa irrerrumvoD IsxtngD 9ril easuariw bnA 

It is henebw agreed between thc parties t o_ ref e £ noli«o Ifpl i njl fri&QS^al 

(1) noil99a 

-KijbnVl»ritjal r .ir«dlfwlb<ttba 193 atuflftife blBB orii zislvi ydaaari InsrntrtovoO IsalnoD 

f bKDndB inbou boiulUanoo iikijmsW ,I B nodhT iahl 
(a) to determine whether the transfer of Shri Muni Singh, Trammer, Sri 
Tapeshwar Gope, TrouunHmSnd Sri Barsati Gope, miner from 
Central Bhowra Colliery to East Lohapatti Colliery . was ..lawful as 
yd ,no9q .miritywSiififltfH WQP$le.Ao 

9d leifor iBriwtkd .'JtofkKiaA’hih b^l^aPi J * ne “ r yV B ? or H 

7b9l)lln9 al 

■ (b) In accordance with the terms of refernce (a) above whether the 

r.8P.\(0pI)OI-IIJfe3nsffiW3ient Is justified in terminating the services oi Ihe above 

if not whether they should be reinstated with full 


yinR ipbrilT 


(it) Details of thc parties to the dispute including the name and address of 
the Establishment or undertaking involved 

( a) Directors of Central Bhowra Coal Co. (Private) Ltd., P.O, Bhowra, 

Dlst. Dhanbad. 

(b) Sri Muni Singh, Trammer, 

Sri Tapeshwar Gope, Trammer. 

Sri Barsati Gope, Miner. 

represented by Eastern Coal Co. Colliery Workers’ Union, P.O. 
Bhowra!, pist. Dhanbad. 

(lii) Name of the union, if any representing the workmen in question 
Eastern Coal Co. Colliery Workers’ Union. 


(iv) ,®atal/innmber .pfo.wprfowwrM coiptojrad ankn Y4heM<u*idBttaWrfg« , » affected:- 
about 8001 .in ria .woit/musm'i ao jumakam hut /ji oaHtuaus oka iu.ua wjh 
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(v) Estimated number of workmen affected or likely to be affected by the 

dispute:— Three. 

Signature of the Parties. 
(Sd.) B. L. Agarwall, 
Director, 

Central Bhowra Coal Co. (P) Ltd. 

Representing Employers. 

(Sd.) Witnesses (1) (2) 

Illegible. 

(Sd.) Chtnmoy Mukerjue, 

President, 

Eastern Coal Co. Colliery 
Workers’ Union. 

(Sd.) Md. Salahuddin 
Secretary, 

Eastern Cpal Co. Colliery Workers’ 
Union, Representing the Workmen. 

[No. F. LRU-2(119)58.] 


New Delhi , the 4th November 1958 

S.O. 2336. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Safe Bank Limited, Itwari, 
Nagpur and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Nagpur constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

Whether the termination of services of Shri GhaiTar Khan Faridhan, peon, by 
the Safe Bank Limited, Itwari, Nagpur is justified and, if not, to what relief he 
Is entitled? 

[No. LRII-10(125) / 58.] 
K. D, HAJELA, Under Secy. 
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